*f. *t. vrzr.— 33004/95 


REGD. NO. D.E— 33004/95 


' 31ST t 





MRH ^ ^I25W5T 

ttfee (Sextette of ^ftidta 


3 rcrraTOJT 

EXTRAORDINARY 


hot fl-W 3-rr~TO (0) 
PART II—Sectiviu 3—Sub-ficdlM (i# 

irtrorT Y srwrtwr 
PUBLISHED »Y AUTHORITY 


iff. 52) if wire. witt a 4 , i#fte/*na 4, nm 

No. 52] NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 24, 1996/MAGHA 4, 1917 

ffW HOT hIotototh 
hFotjotot 


fff fesfr, 22 5RHT?, 19 9.6 

Pl.HT. 69 (h).—I pw, *fl«C HOT 5 TTT OTTH ^ ftfHOTH 

ri T*f«fr otjjot % hot-W Not hot Ihhth 3 wre;, 199s «ot 
N t^r qn^rn hIs^ot foOT <otht t:— 

“OTOTfOT OTOTW, HTOT HOT ^ HHH 

Stft Hfrn far OTfOTHOTOTt 

OTTOT 

1 . Hi TOT HWH ffOTS HKH ■) 

2 . ’OT TOTHTH OTHH ( 

3 . «fr HOTf OTTPT % | 

4. OTTiOTT HOT Y OTR'ff 

5. «fl TfHOT HtTpOTT WOT | 

6. Hi OTuih HTH HOT | 

7- HI HffHOT HOT HOTT J 

OTTS % Hfwm TOTfTOTT^ff % HOT 2(l)(w) OT HJ- 
otot if tot 2(1) (ot) 4 : H’tjih r Noth hot %Fnq OTfOTOTfa hot^t 
OTHi'OTl'f t't fH HIHTT TT % HOT OT HOTH OTi TOTt H EtOTH 

Fotot -:rar £ % hotot 2.9 thtF, 1993 rr ktoht ototot % 
HOT H HTXOT OTTH ’* fan Tp TrTi f>tOT HP P>?H Tf HOTOTT 


ftrtrr OT OT OTJT1OT H, w HIOTTT HT, fa THrOT OTOTITH (h) 

fcffa «t TROT ir, OTtOTOT *$faW *OT if tff? OT Hf I 

1 . WHOT tp=f V OTOTf if Hrfal ^Hrt, 1993 Wf iff faffa 
JOT fa 20 OT?OTt OTHT apOTT HOT (H) fcfW HOT sff Hfawfaif 

fc, Hfaw if htot ot i sfumj 29 hjotP, 1993 tt (hot 
4.15 «OT) «fr TOT ot«Iot fa? HfT<T if hot M«r nr hot hot 
WOTfr OTT (*f) OT 6 HOT OTROT fw HPT, Hvr-T 

OTTIT ftfj, OTlHOT HOT fjlT, TOT HTH OTOTT, HHlfe Hruf TTH 

OTTr ijtot HtOTOT? tth snrr BOTrsrfTH w ffrn fatOTf ott: 

HOT if ^ W fp OTTrif TT HRt'J fVOT HOT OT I 

2 fct HJfp 29-7-1993 <OT iffSTfOTOT if lp7 HfOTfOTOT 

TOTOT HT HH4OT if, (Trfa 8.20 H7T) OT OTH TOT frp 
OTR HOT HOT fROTt if JTTHOT Tfr filTO if HftOTH fiflOT I 
3 HOTH, 1993 ¥f ffffTOT TTOT HOT TH 2 OTTOT, 1993 OTT CpT 
9W OTOT fHT fa OT TOT OTHH fff? HPOT HOT Of HOT OTfOT 
Ni'OTiif ifw HOT if HHH 4 ot 3 Tpf <FT OTTTTO frOT OT, TT 
•fri^OT (nrf) if HlfHfOTt tot Ptot hot (f hFt ott fr gr|OTtH 
(nrf) htr? if ffii HOTter wfr otot i 

OTT HHW if HiHNifI fR ^ ftOTPOTt SflOTTl H# I «fl Hfatf 
Tft fTOTfOTif Htr ffi tot iranr hith hVt hot ^ NPott ht 

frOTT 97^% RHOT, HOT if HOT Hrif % infiTOT % ffTCJ HPT 7 
HRHf HN5HOT m (HOTH) »Fi HOT H *H1P if HOTT Hi if HT 

Noth Nttot hot 1 

3. H^f 3'^rw HTHr HHH fTOT f«F >ff HftlH Fh? hFt 
HO HOT H^f*ff if Hi'TFT OTHOTT OT fH HOT HH) Hk JO HTOTf 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 


5TTT fenW 28 1TTTT, 1993 A ’3 T W •FT nn % TO imtHTOPAf 
nr mfar^T T^YT TO 28 fTTi. 199 9 T9 nfAWTn tFTfT TO 

TOftm A TOTO fl^fr ip TUT A PTOR TOtA A fifA T?TT 
trt rerr m i cn rertr A ret fan nAi Are ntnff Ar fe^rf«r-rf 
nrn Ar n?, frreTA ?n W A rerA fn*rn renrn re; ■srr^rfr 

n,T TO fAffM nr *TTT AnAf 2 9 TO, 1 993 A TiT JTTT Tfaffl 

firm fA aW!fn rrrerm A finna A A nnnrn farm re 
mA rnfarem ?n remA A nr j(yt A m m fApri *fA 
TOTT 3P^ reiA fwJKTf A |J®T W far TTO fAffT ntFf TT nTOTT 
nr AA; m AfaAf A tfnA jrn fe( w in I nren ir th t 1 
nrem Yinr re ft,- -rottn stot FYnigAp tfw fwn 

•1. 12 TOTR, 19 93 At '4[ TTCAW APW? WR^i, An? 

ASWT, At AiT ATO A TthT TOT (nFiTA) A nTTOnre ROT nAmF 
A, A Mnt rapt A, re fA nr ren ayr fire rem aw nfa 
ATO ATOFt (nr jfrfqF? T'Fjr AYT TO @t?TT) if 23 T[mA, 
199 3 ATRfTOATH TORrA TO JR A-WR A ARP fa AT WjnfA 

A nref fnmreA "TOTO Tim 9 atA rer fnAA farm %i 

5- fanfip 2 (i TOWf, 199 3 At At RfaM fan FT AfaKTA 
At TRff AARfat AW nnA AdTA TATR AR fRRAf A WHAA TOT 
^TFT *TT«n flAW AS nr WR iWP fir? nTAff, TFT WTO 7TTT- 

rewn raft firs, 3 * * * 7 * * 10 pft mre, if-irtT awtoy wt, mrfk tpt 
AT AiIAfy ^ q-pr % fV^g- n3p tTlfTTI ^TfAlT At Ar I 

b. TrfwnrpTT 9 Tffrr At fr 7 A A b 3Prf»Pft 
rrf->4t ^TR- 'I'FiBT fire T 1 TT, VT*r ?TF'P ifTW, TTfllT ITTW fT9, 
tttr reTF=r, R^Tnr ArpJYpf *ht AT >r?nfT -<t*t % 23 ^rf,• 
IS) 9 3 At ufaurpi 5TETTT TF |rr AtTOTT % *rrrq Tref A 
A fAj IPTUTT fAtm m- A wff »TiT^AT A In 2 ( 1 ) (Iff) 
A ipitAt fAr f, Ar hit' ^ 1 

7. m AtNt A irrfwTTFtT A FrAtt fnrr fA AfA 
2 S TJTTi, 1993 At Scfffsprf 5m WITT AT ffTTA Tl TTTOtU 
A frtA fanr An ijh nrnnfnT ffn At atatt At FmAr 
A *PTffT t, w\ Anre stffnf (>sfV AtfAn ^ Asrrnf?n) ^rff 
ni^T A An 2(1) (t) A nreA-r fA»f ntftrr fn-Asrnti 

3 . sn-nnn Anfr. frenfr A mirn ’nretfire intern At stin-tf 
Jt?nFiM'f At Treft fs^fuRi AIT nAi 'if >fr 1 ifn ?r’4 ,1 y-nKwt 
sm ttAt fnftre T9m n wr nr r n .inr Tin nn r nr W Aft; 
*i w tt (nfm) n wunr ^’tn tt fn^Nr iren n ^A ’*t 
Ap- ^ur ®n n ffn-fTmnn At apt nr nnT y; A Ar nnA 
TFn whfl A mm «rr, tbp put n srere mr (nfspr) A 
tr nTm At TOn % mp fsrerf n nfsFP inn A. mr: ijnAr 
■inrer mr (nfAn) At ’*V A nrA- fcm nr snre ta At 
nAt At FT-nr -3nA f^r n Arf%r At nwunTTr At Atr n ft A 
rwt TTRT A f*pr 5TW A 1 

9 nmfAAf At femfunl to fw T A; <TTnn ns 

fnAn fmn m nr fA An to Tj-renSi Ar nrrA 1 mnn n 

nAftre mFiAi At tm nrant At nAW i^n rnn mrn nAnt A 
nTsnn n ip-Tr At minfn At nf At 1 $n nrnA At n^ft Ffreu 

17 ftroro, 19*9 3 At gf Ar fmn nrfnrTrpTT, nnrfA'T mn nAp 
nAmt n nw fnnT m smfr 11 nln. b nn nit 21 nmn, 

1994 Aryf iTnnnnf nn Ar nT*Tn’rRT 3fT n At 

ttot nAtn nnfAnr ^ $ 1 

10 . nTTOf Ar JjnTrf % Atnn |f tv wirmr nmrAt A 
*i^ A mrr irr} fipm m nron it 1 30 f^wr, 1993 At Ar 
idAn fire sfr srnm nn (wfAn) A At mn nsrAf A n^ gfror 
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fmr fr tosh fiAn (mf) A fnnn At-t to fn’tn fnm ft 1 
nmA At retn tAt A tosti Ar nfirn fns nV nm nmnr Tt 
Aw tott n T'nm (nrf) ptpp Ar nwf n mAWT fror 
ret A t-tt ire nf^n (mf) to nron nin, rerr nn 

11. to mn towi *t ns §rrr fA nren ffw (nfrer) Antret 
Ar Ttre nrn nnf A (nre ) At nfAn fire A wre to 'A nn 
nisn frer nren Atr nre A IApj mfrero n nrftppranr A 
in n mwr ren nfTOnrfrer nnA A fire; to ntAtn Ttott (At) 
*-ft nfrpr fns nnr 9 rnn nT*nf, from retAn (mf) n fArn 
At ren «ri, A fanj fArAn at rtn-rff mfrorr ft 1 

12. mr: 21 mnw, 1991 At ff Aft AW tt^fr rerntf 
tfnm n Ar reWrerreim -toWtot §rer nr AW n ft ttot nArn ) 

A Awre w A prttt to nfAfTOn n^T tfr fTnmn rernr 
nAW nnAr A mron fTO^nr i% ItAr nrfsTT A nna 
n ’.K.nn n. nun tot T f )T 9 .ntnidr n tot fn-nt nW’> i ut nfr 
jr-N 9. At Ar TOjnftf ^1 ft At ffAw ttr :rn tjT.-rCW t tJ 
to mnNnt A nAt-r mt Tfqn fnTOn n ntA AtfaT rerf 
( 24 - 9 - 199 -i At) Ait t^ntn fnrern (19-9-1994 At inm 1 n 
TWr re fA frerere An froft nrfwr A nnn A mror nn^ft A 
nrenn to ret TOnnnfr Tp«- stn to Art Awrrr tot fAnr stw. 
to smnn nsr v? nron It 1 

13. sn renA tj ijto tot A nna n At fwn A *re 
ftlm fAnr nr ft.' vfa nw: renr n rereiT hr (wfAr) fnanfr 
tt n tn ret fnreren' 7 \ rto nr Ait str nn fAnrun k nfr^nn- 
ttp'T YtTOSf nt A nrn s>n 4 f ArAtip *rt A unre ret (nfwn) 
At fn rettn nror A mp fn^rt A nfanr re!«r S, nreft TO[»[Ar 
A An 3 n A’reT nrenr - A totot .tpt mpjnr A An 2 At 
nrnf’mr A mnare reft nWr f 1 

14 29 ptoto, 199.3 At nifnTO^tnr (At nrAn fire), 
nwAf («ft tw nnp fA? nren nnr mn) nnr nr are? nr«r nnf, 
rent ntm Ar m nrnn n mn'ren njf nr nA nrT'A A fR'T 
nnrer nnr nr 1. Astr A Arret, nrfnnnnrer A f!>p fnfwn nntTTO 
nron fAnr frorn ^nr n? ^st toto Ar fA res Hinn At 
mA rermr tott nnft f 1 nr -/;?? nw rnf A np fnfitfn nrorro 
Ar trnr fAnrfjrref rm nre w ref (qv) to *nnA n ntWren • 
nnrr A tn n nret nw A ’tf'ttnm A rt r rn ninni mr 
nnr (nr) nr nireff fire Rre 9 mn rrernf A famm fTOAnr 
A wr Anm mWripr to Are n^t An nitre 1 Ar nfAn fAtr nnr 
nr rerre -pm a ttotto fnfnn ntren At 5I7I nfAwnrnWn 
A 1 

it. ni ren nnn fns nren nre nre rersn’t A fAp? n 
nr-re fns Ar nnire nrfnTO A »Wn n nrnn to fnnre A fAn 
pw n| A fA nnr:— 

(qre) nr nn man tns nrnn nre 5 rnn mnnf (nr nr. 
nr. An At Kt?^) nn A f-rwit A fnn^ nt-i n 
rertnr mnA to cfor fA refirTrimw A w nrer 
nfrernn n nrAnr Ar^) nmfr n-rnrer A nn 2( 11 (iff) 
A trern firnt ?,< n r t A; nnnr -— 

(?T) nnr 7 trnrnf nnn to A fn r J npre-t pt^A, nnA nn 
TreNifrer tn Ar ntrevn tAtot A Ar? An A tire 
(nnr Wr nrinnrrtrnr n ^tn nreprer nfrernn A 
nWWr Art) nnAt n^jnr A ttt -2(1)(m) A ntfrn 
fimt ^r nr g 1 




[fl'-T tl—3(iij ] 


r* STH.fafai 


ni. ttfaffairf n7CT t?? afafi ? f*n Trtfar *f w r -Tn 

jfr irq i 


I OK SABHA SECRETARIAT 
N OT1F1C ATION 


17 . mfavRwr % ffawt jt t.tt S' fa mfa™ fasifa 
arm f: Tufawfa fi#f |i m" n? rtqfitr y'PTi S fa 
fa uw-tr wrA mfr fa 7 .t jpcfa i 


New Delhi, the 22nc1 January, 19% 

S.O. 65(E).—The following Decision dated 3 January, 1996, 
of the Speaker, Lot Sabha, given under the Tenth Schedule 
to the Constitution of India is hereby notified 


1 ft Tn fqotfqi fa SJTpr if 7 ;<9% (tq fa tPqfa Urt *f 

tprt'T fa fa fa ^ ftfa ^rtt sturm; fai S fa «rr fa . fa. 

w'ft i) TW TtT % ufam »T ffaiPfiRPL fnfat UTR faq ^ XWT 
iftrr ifafa fm «tn gfaqu faqr «tr 1 s»r Wfa fa fafa gq «fr 
fa, fit. fa triftm jptFPf fait fa ti tnrfa 1 

1 ;). fa faur nrq- ipfrf ^nfa if fa Ifa 'rrffatnfRT % *3 
fi unfa if TtTCfT irimri ®.TP 1 

20 . tfij i 3 tr *rw ffaiWr Mfatpfnfa fa *pw Ttfam fat 
j;q t.'V rrtYT fafaffafat faq ttT 7 ^ 3 tJfWT faif TrfiT q-rr 
ftr rgi ■eft 1 ifaTir Mw *-7 if tfai S fa fa irrt^^r^n-n fa 

H it Vfa fa 'ttfaTR ■faPT'HR Tf faH niff Afat’l SAtfafa 'ft 
flR fa. XtffaiaR faff rRT fa TO <PJ fa fa fa 3flt fa PffajtC 
SRT fa *"3 if 'RTTR fafspTWrTl RfaSN 

21 - fa 13^c Urit 3fhf JRT f?d 3q T3 faftfa fa IRR 
if rafa jq, faun ~infa ipfr S fa ^ w «rrr«Ft utffa>nr?Ri 
fa *3 if SWUR JTPW 7 lfa 97 ISTR fa if w.fa nYT W 

TTct Pf fafar wRfir itpRmV. -^f S fa wr «cf^ff ^9 M 
firfa'tTJPfr fa *17 ij qtfWR. stPriji tTPirr ^ 1 

2 .’. far Tter mu' irof airr trs ftra^T <v. fa jr 
qTfsRrrctrhT r-rS if wfa tf^f vsx, at fitr Tof Tr ttrfaprr- 
ttot tRfi *n jwrti tqff jtttt Si 

ttfarr 

2 j. *rtr. trrfa^r ffaRTp ?rffa ft fa-trr rt^rr S : 
(qu) mffajij <jrrfast afr tstr#; S' 

(?t) Jiwff faptwr % RRjtfpr n(fJ S 1 

(itr) 'St aft.tfr. jjfr fa"r phtrctt jtrtrt nSf •fiontfiSi 

(faR) fa faPI nw RRT ip rrrfi?.T ^Tf fntRH -RP =(jfa 
^rr^tR fa PtJR tfi T*P[K fa^T IfllTT S, fafaf tjifaif 
fatr S fa >jg irrfa’prtTiTT ^ if «rfa wfifa 

tTTRT ’Tfift Si 

(tNt) rt qrfar fa itotr fatfr ttr S' 

(®F) fafy far frtjfa Sr ttpRTR 5 PT 5 TPRW ppt 75 iq 

sn ipfa S 1 


fa fa-fa ■ (ffpRIT? fa. TTfaT) 

fai'fa : 3 TfP^rfr, 19SS fat^T ffrti 

[P 1 . -1H'2( 21/93/faj 

. 7. - 
’Tfat ffafa Jfatfafa? 


“BEFORE HONOURABLE SPEyVKER, LOK SABHA 

Shri Ajit Siijgh Petitioner 

Versm 

1. Shri Ram I.akhan Siugh Yadav 

2. Shri Ram Shurim Yadav 

3. Shri Abhay Ifiatap Singh 

4. Shri Roshan Lai 

5. Shii Gttlam Mohammad Khan 

6. Shri Anadi Charan Da* 

7. Shri Govind Chindra Munda 

Respondent 

Petition under Para 2(,i)(b) or in tlte alternative! under para 
No. 2(i)(a) of the Tenth Schedule of the Constitution of India 
for a decision that the aforesaid Respondents are disqttaliiid for 
being Members of the House of People (Lok Sabha) on the 
ground, thal they hud violated ahe whip duly served 011 them 
directing them to vote in favour of the No Confidence Motion 
on 28;h July, 1993 or in the alternative ou the ground that 
they voluntarily gave up the membership of the Janata Dal 
(A) of which they were the Member*. 

1. On 1st June. 1993 it was decided in the Janata Dal 
case, that Janata Dal (A) consisting of 20 Members with Shri 
A jit Singh as its Leader came into existence. Subsequently on 
28th July 1995 fat 16.15 Hrs.l Shri Ram Lakl/un Singh 
Yadav handed over a letter of the same date signed by 
him and 6 other Members Delonging to Janata Dal (A) viz. 
Sarvashri Roshan La], Abhay Pratap Singh. Govinda Chandra 
Munda, Ram Sharan Yadav, Anudi Charan Das and Gulatru 
Mohammad Khan requesting for separate group in Lok 
Sabha. 

2. On that day i.e. 28 7-1993, at the Voting on a motion at 
No Confidence in the Council of Ministers (held at 20,20 
Hrs.), Shri Ram Lakh an Singh Yadav and the said six other 
members voted against the motion. On 3rd August 1993, 

;t letter dated 2nd August 1993 was received from the 
Minister of Parliamentary AiTaUs informing that Sliri Rami 
I^khan Si.tgh Yadav and six other; v>lto had made a request 
to be seated separately in Lok Sabha had been admitted to 
Congress fl) and that they be allotted seats in Congress (1) 
Block of seals Comments in this tespect were obtained 
from Ajit Singh. After considering the comments of Shri 
Ajit Singh and further submissions by Shri Ram Lakhan Singh 
Yadav and others, it was decided to seat the said 7 mem- 
hers separately outside the Janata Dal (A) Block of seats 
In Lok Sabha for the purpose of functioning in the House. 

3. It may be pertinent to mention that there were allega¬ 
tions by Shri Ajit Singh and some other Members that 
Shri Govinda Chandra Munda, one of the signatories to the 
above letter dated 2ffih July 1993. was pressurised by a 
Minister and some Members to correct his vo‘e to ‘No’ 
In favour of the Government ni the t’me of voting on the 
No Confidence Mo'ion held on 28th July 1993. Comments 
in this respect were obtained from, tbe Minister and the 
Members concerned who had denied the respecitve allegations 
made ncainst them in the matter Shri Munda in his letter 
dated 291h July 1993 intimated that he had voted against <he 
mo’ion ol his free will. Besides, at Ihe lime of recording 
a statement in the matter, when Shri Munda was asked 
specifically if any Member or Members or Minister or Minist¬ 
ers had brought anv kind of pressure on him in the ma'ter 
of vote uasf by him, he emphatically denied the same. 

4 . On 12 August 1993, Shri Rajnath Sonker Sliastrl, M.P., 
•hr then Chief Whin of Janata Dal I’A) T egislature Partv in 
T-ok Sabha intimated in wriitng thai Shri Ram Lakhan Singh 
YadaV and five other Members (excluding Shri G, C. Munda) 
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had voted country to the party directive without prior permis¬ 
sion, at the time of voting on the No Confidence Motion held 
on 28th July I‘J93 and that the paily had decided not to con¬ 
done the violation of the party directive by tile said members. 

5. On 26 August 199.1, Shi i A jit Singh hied a composite 
ret:'me under tl.o Tcn.li Schedule to the Constitution and 
the rules mads thereunder against the said seven members 
vi/, Sarvashr! Ram I.akhnri bingh Yadav, Ram. Sharan Yadav, 
Ablmy Pfutap Singh, Rohu.i Lai, Gulam Mohammad Khan, 
Anudi Charan Dus and GovinJu Chandra Munda, 

6 The petitioner contended ilral ti out of the 7 Respondents 
viz. SarvuEhti Ram Lakh an Singh Yadav, Ram Sharan Yadav, 
All,ay Prufap Singh, R than Lai, Gulam Mohammad Khan 
and Anadi Cheran Das, at the lime of voting on the motion 
of No Confidence held on 28th July, 1993 voted contrary 
to the parly directive-, and hence had become subject to 
iLjciuahneaUun under paia 2(1) (b) of the Tenth Schedule, 

7. In his alternative pica, (lie petitioner submitted that since 
the letter written by the Respondents on 28th July 1993 
requeuing for a separate group amounicd to giving up <Le 
membership of the original political party, the seven respon¬ 
dent,-,, (including Slni G. C. Munda) hud become hull: to be 
declared disqualified under para 2(1)(a) of the Tenth 
Schedule. 

8. Copies of the petition were forwarded to the respond¬ 
ents for their comments as required under the Anti Defection 
LuiCj. The mam stand of the respondents in their written 
statements in this respect war, that since they had already 
decided to split from Janata Dal (At and a valid spilt had 
taken place and the faction, which arose pursuant thereto, 
was more than 1 |3rd ot the total members of the Janata Dal 
(A) in the Lok Sabha, there was no occasion for them ito 
take notice ot the swhip issued to them by Janata Dal (A) 
and they were ucillusr required nor obligated to obey the 
whip. 

9. After considering the comments of the 7 respondents, it 

was decided to hold heatings in the matter. The parties to 
the case were allowed to plead their case themselves as well 
as through their counsels. The first hearing in the case 
was held on 17th December, 1993 which was attended by the 
petitioner, respondents and their Counsels. However, during 
the subsequent hearings held on 11th April, 6th June and 
24th August, 1994 neither the petitioner ttor his' Counsel 
was present. f 

10. Mention may b* made here of some subsequent deve¬ 
lopments which took place while the hearings in the case 
were in progress. On 30th December, 1993. Shri AJit Singh 
and 9 other Members of Janata Dal (A) informed, that they 
had decided to merge with Congress (1). After examining the 
matter, seats were allotted to Shri Ajit Singh and others in 
Congress (I) block of sents in i.ok Sabha and they were treat¬ 
ed as Members of Congress (T). 

11. In another development, Shri Upendra Nath Verm a, 
MP, belonging to Janata Dal (A) filed (il an application to 
substitute his name ns petitioner in the petition against Shri 
P,am Lukhan Singh Yadav and others in place of Shri Ajit 
Singh; (ii) composite petition for disqualification against 
Shri Ajit Singh and 9 other members who had merged with 
Congress (I). 

12. Hence during the fourth nnd finnl hearing held on 
A 1th August, 1994 (w'hich was also not attended either by 
the Petitioner or by his Counsel) apart from the main issues, 
another additional issue emerged for consideration viz. is it 
permissible for a third party to intervene in the proceedings 
before the Speaker in respect of a petition for disqualification 


under the Tenth Schedule. Shri Kapil Sibal, Counsel for the 
icspondents in his oral arguments (on 24th August, 1994) 
and written submissions <received on 16th September, 1994), 
on the issue of intervention by a third party, submitted that 
once the proceedings under the Tenth Schedule in respect 
of a veliiir.ii loc disqualification ate set in motion, there is 
v.) oa.t'sric for any ; T.;?vertion by a third party. 

13. As tcgaids the main hours'in the tine, Shri Sibal had 
submitted that since a valid split had taken place in the 
Janata Dal (A) Legislature Party in the Lok Sabha and the 
7 Respondents comprising the faction which .nose pursuant 
thereto, constitute iuoit than l/3iJ of the total tUcngth of 
Ike Janata Dal (A) in I.ok Sabha, they are not subject to 
the rigoLiis of para 2 of the Tenth Schedule, brine within the 
exception set out in para 3 of the said Schedule. 

14. On 29th November, 1995, die Petitions; (Shri Ajit 
Singh'), the Respondent (Shn Ram Lakhan Smart Yadav and 
i.theis) utnl Shri Upendra Nath Vcnna, MP were called to 
discuss the matters involved in the case. During the meeting, 
ti c petitioner suomitted a written statement stating that he 
Jut nor wish to pursue the case. Shri Upendra Nath Verma 
also hied u written statement staling that he does not wish 
ro pi ess 1th (i) application for substitution of his name us 
petitioner in this case and (ii) composite petition for dis¬ 
qualification against Shri Ajit Singh and 9 other members. 
The said written statement;: by Shri Ajit Singh und Shri 
Upendra Nath Verma were countersigned by me, 

15. The main issue for >ro:i?iJeration in the case in respect 
of composite petition by Shri Ajit Singh against Shri Ram 
Lal.han Singh Yadav and other Members is whether : 

(i) Shri Rain Lakhan Singh Yadav and 5 other respon¬ 

dents (excluding Shri G. C. Munda) have incurred 
disqualification under para 2(1) lb) of the Tenth 
Schedule for voting in the House contrary to the 
party directive (as prayed by the petilionei in his 
main plea); or . , 

(ii) All the 7 respondents by making a request for sepa¬ 
rate group have incurred disqualification under 
para 2(1)(a) of the Tenth Schedule for voluntarily 
giving up membership of their original political party 
fas prayed by petitioner in Ids alternative plea). 

!6. The evidence that has come on record shows that the 
respondents had split from the original party. 

17. The petitioner had stated in writing that he is not 
interested in pursuing the petition. Hence, it is held that 
Hie membership of the respondents cannot be terminated. 

18. In view of the findings that the respondents had split 
from the original party, it is not necessary to decide if 
Shi i G. Munda had validly received the directions from 
the whip of the original parly and if he had violated the 
whip. In vinv of lhit position, the membership of Shn O, C. 
Munda cannot be terminated. 

19. Shri Upendra Nath Verma wanted to he impleaded in 
,tbc matter as the Petitioner, 

20. He did not appear before the deciding authority, at 
the time when the evidence was recorded of when the argu¬ 
ments were heard. He has given in writing that he is not 
interested in getting himself impleaded as the Petitioner. On 
behalf of the respondents, it was pleaded that legally also. 
Shri Vernta could not be impleaded as petitioner. 
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21. In view of the application given by Shri Upendra Nath 
Venna baying that he is not interested in pressing for getting 
himself impleaded as the Petitioner, it is not necessary to decide 
whether he can be impleaded as the petitioner, legally. 

22. The matter of Shri Upendra Nath Verma’s becoming 
the petitioner does not survive after his giving in writing 
ihot he is not interested in becoming the petitioner. 

ORDER 

23. Therefore, the petition is disposed of as follows: 
ti) The Petition is dismissed; 

(ii) I he Respondents are not subject to disqualification ; 
<ni) Membership of Shri O. C. Munda is not terminated ; 


(iv) The application of Shti Upendra Nath Verm a is dis¬ 
posed of in terms of his second application which 
stales that he is not interested in getting himself 
impleaded as the petitioner ; 

tv) fhe case is closed; 

tvi) Other necessary steps may be taken in tejms of the 
law and the rules. 

New Delhi. 

Dated, the 3rd January, 1996 

Sd ./- 

(SHIVRAJ V. PATIL), 
Speaker, Lok Subha" 

[No. 46/2(2) /93/T1 
S. N. MISHRA, Secv.-Genl 
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